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CONSTRAINT RULES FOR CONSTRAINING
CREATION OF A SEGMENTATION POLICY

BACKGROUND
Technical Field

This application relates generally to network security, and
more specifically, to managing creation of a segmentation
policy.

Description of Related Art

A segmentation policy comprises a set of rules that
control which workloads may communicate on a network
and may place restrictions on how such workloads may
communicate. To enforce the segmentation policy, distrib-
uted firewalls executing on hosts or network midpoint
devices receive management instructions for enforcing
respective rules of the segmentation policy. The firewalls
can filter traffic based on the respective IP addresses and
ports of the source and destination, network protocols,
and/or or other data to enforce the rules. A segmentation
policy may be written using a whitelist model in which the
rules define what traffic is allowed and the distributed
firewalls block everything else by default. Ideally, a seg-
mentation policy is narrowly tailored to permit only the
traffic necessary for normal operation of network services.
However, an overly permissive segmentation policy may
expose an enterprise to security risks. As the complexity of
the network and the number of workloads increases, con-
figuration of the segmentation policy to achieve the desired
security effects becomes an increasingly challenging task.

SUMMARY

A policy management server obtains a segmentation
policy comprising a set of segmentation rules that specify a
white list of permissible connections between workloads
providing and consuming network-based services. The
policy management server also obtains policy constraints
comprising a set of constraint rules that control compliance
of the segmentation rules. The policy management server
applies the constraint rules to the set of segmentation rules
to identify a non-compliant segmentation rule that is within
a scope of a matching constraint rule. The policy manage-
ment server initiates a workflow process to resolve the
non-compliant segmentation rule. The policy management
server distributes the segmentation policy to the distributed
enforcement modules to enable the distributed enforcement
modules to enforce the segmentation policy.

In one aspect, the workflow process involves determining
that the matching constraint rule has a pre-approval work-
flow requirement and that the matching constraint rule
existed prior to creation of the non-compliant segmentation
rule. The policy management server associates an unap-
proved state with the non-compliant segmentation rule, and
sends a notification to an administrative client indicating
non-compliance of the non-compliant segmentation rule. In
this case, the segmentation policy distributed to the enforce-
ment modules omits the non-compliant segmentation rule
while in the unapproved state. The policy management
server may subsequently receive an approval for the non-
compliant segmentation rule, associate an approved state
with the non-compliant segmentation rule, and responsive to
an action requesting enforcement of the non-compliant
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segmentation rule, distributing the non-compliant segmen-
tation rule to the enforcement modules for enforcement.

In another aspect, the workflow process involves deter-
mining that the matching constraint rule has a pre-approval
workflow requirement and that the non-compliant segmen-
tation rule existed prior to creation of the matching con-
straint rule. The policy management server associates a
pending state with the non-compliant segmentation rule, and
sends a notification to an administrative client indicating
non-compliance of the non-compliant segmentation rule. In
this case, the segmentation policy distributed to the enforce-
ment modules includes the non-compliant segmentation rule
in the pending state. The policy management server may
subsequently receive an approval for the non-compliant
segmentation rule and associate it with an approved state. If
the pending rule is denied, the policy management server
may request removal or modification of the denied segmen-
tation rule.

In another aspect, the workflow process involves deter-
mining that the matching constraint rule has a post-approval
workflow requirement. The policy management server asso-
ciates a pending state with the non-compliant segmentation
rule, and sends a notification to an administrative client
indicating non-compliance of the non-compliant segmenta-
tion rule. In this case, the segmentation policy distributed to
the enforcement modules includes the non-compliant seg-
mentation rule in the pending state. The policy management
server may subsequently receive an approval and associate
an approved state with the segmentation rule.

In another aspect, the workflow process includes auto-
matically generates one or more modified segmentation
rules having a more limited scope than the non-compliant
segmentation rule and that does not violate the policy
constraints. The policy management may then send the one
or more modified segmentation rules segmentation rule to
the enforcement modules for enforcement.

In an embodiment, the constraint rules each specify a
specified service, a specified set of provider workloads, and
a specified set of consumer workloads, wherein applying the
constraint rules comprises identitfying the non-complaint
segmentation rule as permitting at least one of the provider
workloads to provide the service to at least one of the
consumer workloads. The constraint rules may identify the
specified consumer workloads and the specified provider
workloads by respective multi-dimensional label sets. Fur-
thermore, the constraint rules identify the specified service
by at least one of a port, a protocol, and a service identifier.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 is a high-level block diagram illustrating an
environment for managing a segmentation policy, according
to one embodiment.

FIG. 2 is an example embodiment of a policy manage-
ment server.

FIG. 3 is a flowchart illustrating an example embodiment
of a process for applying policy constraints to a segmenta-
tion policy.

FIG. 4 is a flowchart illustrating an example embodiment
of a process for processing an update to a segmentation
policy.

FIG. 5 is a flowchart illustrating an example embodiment
of a process for processing an update to policy constraints.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The Figures (FIGS.) and the following description
describe certain embodiments by way of illustration only.
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One skilled in the art will readily recognize from the
following description that alternative embodiments of the
structures and methods illustrated herein may be employed
without departing from the principles described herein.
Reference will now be made to several embodiments,
examples of which are illustrated in the accompanying
figures. It is noted that wherever practicable similar or like
reference numbers may be used in the figures and may
indicate similar or like functionality.

A policy management server manages a segmentation
policy and policy constraints. The segmentation policy com-
prises a set of segmentation rules that each permit connec-
tions between specified groups of workloads that provide or
consume network-based services. The policy constraints
comprise a set of constraint rules that determine compliance
of the segmentation rules. A workflow process may be
initiated to resolve non-compliant rules by enabling an
administrator to approve or deny the rule. In a large enter-
prise managing significant numbers of workloads, the policy
constraints may be employed to ensure that overly permis-
sive segmentation rules are not being created. This facilitates
creation of a robust and narrowly tailored segmentation
policy that reduces exposure of the enterprise to network-
based security threats.

FIG. 1 is a high-level block diagram illustrating a net-
worked computing environment 100. The networked com-
puting environment 100 includes a policy management
server 120, a network 110 including one or more network
midpoint devices 180, an administrative client 160, and an
administrative domain 150 that includes a plurality of hosts
130 (e.g., hosts 130-1, 130-2, . . ., 130-N). The adminis-
trative domain 150 can correspond to a set of devices
controlled by an enterprise such as, for example, a service
provider, a corporation, a university, or a government
agency.

The hosts 130 may each comprise a physical host device,
a virtual machine executing on computer system, or an
operating system instance executing on a physical host
device or virtual machine capable of hosting one or more
workloads 138. A single physical or virtual machine may
operate a single host 130 or may operate multiple hosts 130.
The hosts 130 each execute one or more workloads 138
(e.g., one or more workloads 138-1, one or more workloads
138-2, etc.). The workloads 138 comprise independently
addressable computing units for performing computing
tasks. For example, each workload 138 may be addressable
on the network 110 by a specific network address associated
with the host 130 and a port associated with a service
provided by the workload 138. A workload 138 may com-
prise, for example, an application or application component,
a process, or other sub-component thereof executing on the
host 130. In some instances, a host 130 may operate only a
single workload 138. In other instances, a host 130 may
operate multiple workloads 138 (e.g., using multiple con-
tainers in a containerized environment) that may be inde-
pendently addressable and may execute different applica-
tions or otherwise perform different independent computing
functions. In some embodiments, multiple workloads 138
may operate collectively to execute an application. The
workloads 138 on the hosts 130 may communicate with
other workloads 138 on different hosts 130 within the
administrative domain 150 to perform various tasks.

The network 110 represents the communication pathways
between the policy management server 120, the administra-
tive client 160, and the hosts 130. In one embodiment, the
network 110 uses standard communications technologies
and/or protocols and can include the Internet. In another
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embodiment, the entities on the network 110 can use custom
and/or dedicated data communications technologies. The
network 110 includes one or more network midpoint devices
180 that facilitate communications over the network 110.
The network midpoint devices 180 may include, for
example, routers, switches, access points, firewall devices,
or other devices that control communications between the
workloads 138 over the network 110.

The policy management server 120 is a computer (or set
of computers) that obtains and stores information about the
hosts 130 on the network 110, the network midpoint devices
180, and the workloads 138 executing on the hosts 130. The
policy management server 120 manages a segmentation
policy for the administrative domain 150 that when
enforced, regulates communications between workloads 138
within the administrative domain 150. In an embodiment,
the segmentation policy is set forth using permissive rules
(i.e., a white list) that specify connections that are permitted.
The segmentation policy is enforced by blocking connec-
tions that are not expressly permitted by the rules. For
example, the segmentation policy includes a set of rules
specifying whether certain workloads 138 are allowed to
provide services to or receive services from other workloads
138, and may place restrictions on how those workloads 138
are allowed to communicate when providing or consuming
the services. For example, a segmentation policy may
include a rule specifying that a workload 138-1 operating on
a host 130-1 is allowed to provide a particular service to a
workload 138-2 operating on a host 130-2. Absent other
rules, the workload 138-1 will thus be blocked from pro-
viding the service to a workload 138-N operating on a host
130-N. The rule may furthermore specify the type of service
that the workload 138-1 is allowed to provide to workload
138-2 (e.g., a database service, a web service, etc.) and/or a
specific port number that is allowed. Additionally, the rule
may specify how the workloads 138-1, 138-2 may commu-
nicate over a connection (e.g., using encrypted communi-
cation only, using authenticated communication only, etc.).
A rule may be specified as a plurality of fields including a
“service,” a “provider” portion that identifies one or more
workloads 138 that is permitted to provide the service
(which may be specified by a port number), a “consumer”
portion that identifies one or more workloads 138 that is
permitted to consume the service provided by the workloads
138 in the “provider.” The rule may furthermore specify a
“rule function” that may place one or more restrictions on
the communications between the workloads 138 while
facilitating the service. Generally, a given rule permits
outbound connection requests from the consumer workloads
to the provider workloads and permits inbound connection
requests to the provider workloads from the consumer
workloads.

In an embodiment, the policy management server 120
may assign one or more labels to each workload 138 that
define one or more high-level characteristics of the workload
138. Labels may be multi-dimensional. Here, a label may
comprise a “dimension” (a high-level characteristic) and a
“value” (the value of that high-level characteristic). For
example, one possible label dimension may specitfy a “role”
of the workload 138 and may have values such as “web,”
“APL” or “database” specifying the role of the workload 138
within the administrative domain 150. In another example,
a label dimension may specify a “location” of the workload
138 and may have values such as “United States” or
“Europe.” Workloads 138 may also be labeled based on a
user group of a user that is logged into the workload 138 or
the corresponding host 130 on which the workload 138
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executes. For example, a workload 138 may have a label
with a dimension “user group” and a value “managers.”
Each workload 138 may be assigned labels for one or more
dimensions but each workload 138 does not necessarily have
a label assigned for every possible dimension. For example,
a workload 138 may have a label specifying its location but
may not necessarily have a label specifying its role. If a
value for a label dimension is not expressly provided in the
rule, the rule is interpreted as including all values for that
dimension. The set of labels assigned to a particular work-
load 138 may be referred to herein as a label set for the
workload 138.

A logical management model specifying the number and
types of dimensions available and those dimensions’ pos-
sible values may be configurable. In one embodiment, the
logical management model includes the following dimen-
sions and possible values, as shown in Table 1:

TABLE 1

Example of logical management model

Dimension Meaning (M), Values (V)

Role M: The role of the workload within the
administrative domain.

V: web, API, database

M: The lifecycle stage of the workload.

V: production, staging, development

M: The logical application (higher-level grouping
of managed servers) to which the workload
belongs.

V: trading, human resources

M: The business unit to which the workload
belongs.

V: marketing, engineering

M: The location of the workload. Can be physical
(e.g., country or geographical region) or logical
(e.g., network). Physical is particularly useful for
expressing geographic compliance requirements.
V: US or EU (physical), us-west-1 or us-east-2
(logical)

M: The user group containing the user logged
onto the workload.

V: Engineers, Contractors, Managers, System
Administrators

Environment

Application

Line of Business

Location

User Group

The policy management server 120 may utilize label sets
to enable the segmentation policy to be defined at a high
level of abstraction by specifying rules based on label sets.
Thus, a rule of the segmentation policy may identify a group
of workloads 138 to which a portion of the rule is applicable
by referencing one or more label sets. For example, a rule
may specity that a first group of workloads 138 with a label
set A may provide a service B to a second group of
workloads 138 with a label set C. Rules may be specified for
groups of workloads 138 identified using only a subset of the
label dimensions.

The policy management server 120 may retain a reposi-
tory storing information about the hosts 130 and the work-
loads 138 managed by the policy management server 120.
For example, the policy management server 120 may store
workload identifiers that identify the workloads 138, and
membership information indicating one or more groups of
workloads 138 to which each workload 138 belong (e.g., as
defined by the respective label sets for the workloads 138).

Table 2 illustrates an example of information stored by the
policy management server 120. Here, the workload IDs
represent the workload identifiers for the workloads 138.
The memberships represent groups to which one or more
workloads 138 belongs. Each group may correspond to a
unique label set involving one or more dimensions.
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6
TABLE 2

Example of a Repository Table

Workload ID Memberships
D1 A, C D
D2 B, C
D
IDn B,D,E, F

Instead of enforcing the segmentation policy at a central-
ized device, the segmentation policy is instead enforced in
a distributed manner by at least a subset of the hosts 130
and/or the network midpoint devices 180. To enable enforce-
ment of the segmentation policy, the policy management
server 120 generates a set of management instructions and
distributes the management instructions to enforcement
modules 132 that may be executed on the hosts 130 or on the
network midpoint devices 180. The management instruc-
tions include the rules that when enforced, control commu-
nications between different groups of workloads 138 (e.g.,
specified by their label sets or directly by an identifier of the
workload 138) and membership information indicating
workloads 138 belonging to each group (e.g., which work-
loads 138 have certain label sets). For efficiency of distri-
bution, the policy management server 120 may send differ-
ent management instructions to different enforcement
modules 132 so that each enforcement module 132 gets only
the management instructions relevant to its operation. Here,
the policy management server 120 may determine which
rules are relevant to a given enforcement module 132 and
distribute the relevant rules to that enforcement module 132.
A rule may be deemed relevant to an enforcement module
132 on a particular host 130 if that host 130 executes one or
more workloads 138 that belongs to a group (defined by one
or more label sets) referenced by the rule and the enforce-
ment module 132 on the host 130 is configured to enforce
that particular rule. A rule may be deemed relevant to an
enforcement module 132 on a particular network midpoint
device 180 if that network midpoint device 180 is upstream
from a host 130 executing one or more workloads 138 that
belongs to a group (defined by one or more label sets)
referenced by the rule and the enforcement module 132 on
the network midpoint device 180 is configured to enforce
that particular rule. The policy management server 120 may
furthermore determine which membership information is
relevant to each enforcement module 132 and distribute the
relevant membership information to each respective
enforcement module 132. Here, membership information
may be relevant to a particular enforcement module 132 if
it defines membership of a group referenced by a rule
deemed relevant to the particular enforcement module 132.

In an embodiment, the enforcement modules 132 may
store logs of traffic flow data indicating traffic that is blocked
by a traffic filter and traffic that is allowed to pass through
the traffic filter. The enforcement modules 132 may report
respective traffic flow data to the policy management server
120. The policy management server 120 may analyze the
traffic flow data to generate a traffic flow graph comprising
a representation of connections or attempted connections,
and an enforcement state of workloads 138 under the
segmentation policy as described in further detail below.

The administrative client 160 comprises a computing
device that may be operated by an administrator of the
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administrative domain 150 being managed by the policy
management server 120. The administrative client 160 may
execute an interface (e.g., via an application or web browser)
that enables the administrator to interact with the policy
management server 120 to configure or view the segmen-
tation policy. For example, the administrative client 160 may
enable the administrator to create new segmentation rules,
remove segmentation rules, or modify existing segmentation
rules. The interface may furthermore enable the administra-
tor to obtain various information about the hosts 130 and
workloads 138 on the network 120 and view traffic flows
between the workloads 138 as described above. In some
embodiments, the interface may automatically generate rec-
ommendations for generating, removing, or modifying seg-
mentation rules based on observed traffic flows.

In a large enterprise with significant number of workloads
138, management of the segmentation policy may be shared
by multiple different administrators. Different administrators
may have different privileges with respect to managing the
segmentation policy. For example, various managers have
privileges for creating, removing, or modifying segmenta-
tion rules associated with different groups of workloads 138.
In an embodiment, a manager may be associated with a
particular label set, and the manager is given privileges to
control segmentation rules affecting workloads 138 within
the scope of that label set. A provisioner has privileges for
reviewing, approving, or denying the rules generated by the
managers. Provisioners may also be associated with label
sets that limit the set of segmentation rules a provisioner
controls.

The policy management server 120 may furthermore
implement policy constraints that controls how segmenta-
tion rules are processed through the creation and provision-
ing workflows. The policy constraints include one or more
constraint rules that each define a set of conditions for
identifying non-compliant rules. Rules that meet one of the
constraint rules are deemed non-compliant and rules that do
not meet any of the constraint rules are deemed compliant.
In an embodiment, a label-based constraint rule is defined by
a specified a service (defined by a port, protocol, service
name, or other parameter), a specified label set for a group
of provider workloads that provide the service, and a speci-
fied label set for a group of consumer workloads that
consume the service. A segmentation rule is non-compliant
if the segmentation rule permits a connection within the
scope of a constraint rule. In other words, a segmentation
rule is non-compliant if it meets each of three conditions: (1)
the group of provider workloads specified by the segmen-
tation rule includes at least one workload within the scope of
the label set for the provider workloads of the constraint
rule; (2) the group of consumer workloads specified by the
segmentation rule includes at least one workload within the
scope of the label set for the consumer workloads of the
constraint rule; and (3) the set of services specified by the
segmentation rule includes at least one service within the set
of services defined by the constraint rule. If any one of the
conditions is not satisfied, then the constraint rule is not met
and the segmentation rule is compliant with respect to that
constraint rule.

Other types of constraint rules may specify different types
of constraints that if met by a segmentation rule, cause the
segmentation rule to be deemed non-compliant. Some con-
straint rules may be effect-based rules that deem a segmen-
tation rule non-compliant if the effect of that segmentation
rule meets a specified condition. For example, a constraint
rule may be met by any segmentation rule that affects more
than N workloads, where Nis a parameter specified in the
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constraint rule. In another example, a constraint rule may be
met by any segmentation rule that opens up traffic on more
than M ports. In yet another example, a constraint rule may
be met if it enables traffic to a predefined set of critical
applications without requiring encryption. In yet another
example, a constraint rule may be met if it allows any traffic
between the Active Directory of an operating system and a
non-Windows machines.

Each constraint rule also defines an approval workflow
field that controls how segmentation rules that violate the
constraint rule are processed. In an embodiment, the
approval workflow field can be set to either “pre-approval”
or “post-approval.” When the approval workflow field is set
to post-approval, a segmentation rule that is not compliant
with the constraint rule still initially gets enforced, but is
stored in a “pending” state. One or more responsible admin-
istrators (e.g., a manager and/or a provisioner) are alerted
that the rule is not compliant. If the provisioner approves the
non-compliant rule, it is changed from a pending state to an
approved state. If the provisioner denies the rule, then it
remains in the pending state, and a notification may be sent
to the manager that created the rule to indicate that the
denial. The manager may then remove the rule or provide
further justification for approving the rule for consideration
by the provisioner.

When the approval workflow field of a constraint rule is
set to pre-approval, the constraint rule is applied differently
depending on whether the constraint rule was created before
or after a non-compliant segmentation rule. If a later-created
segmentation rule is not compliant with an existing con-
straint rule, the segmentation rule is initially stored in an
unapproved state. Here, the rule is not immediately made
effective and is not distributed to the enforcement modules
132 for enforcement. A provisioner can review the unap-
proved rule and either allow the rule or deny it. If the rule
is allowed, then it is changed to an approved state. The
manager is then notified and may take action to make the
rule effective. If the rule is denied, the manager is notified
and may either remove the rule or resubmit it with further
justification to why it should be approved. Alternatively, the
approval or disapproval of the rule may automatically cause
the rule to become effective or be removed, without neces-
sarily requiring further action from the manager.

Segmentation rules that are created prior to a constraint
rule being created are treated according to the post-approval
workflow even if the workflow field is set to pre-approval.
Thus, a new constraint rule does not effect segmentation
rules that are already being enforced. Instead, the provi-
sioner and/or the manager is alerted that the rule is now
non-compliant and the provisioner may either allow the
segmentation rule or deny it.

An example of a constraint rule may be written as follows:

Example Constraint Rule 1

Approval
Providers Service Consumers Workflow
All workloads Telnet (23/TCP) All Workloads Pre-approval

This constraint rule specifies that any segmentation rule
that allows Telnet services are non-compliant. Because the
constraint rule specifies a pre-approval workflow, any seg-
mentation rules permitting Telnet that are created after the
constraint rule is effective will be placed in an unapproved
state and will not be made effective unless approved by a
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provisioner. Segmentations rules permitting Telnet that
existed prior to the constraint rule being created will remain
effective and sent to a provisioner to approve or deny the
rule.

In an example application, the above constraint rule may
be applied to the following example segmentation rule:

10

Tustrating this principle, in a third example, the above
constraint rule (example constraint rule 2) may be applied to
the following segmentation rule:

Example Segmentation Rule 2b

Providers Service Consumers
Example Segmentation Rule 1
10 Loc: Liechtenstein SSH 22/TCP Loc: Liechtenstein
Providers Service Consumers
App: A, Role: Front End Telnet (23/TCP) App: A . . .
This segmentation rule permits SSH 22/TCP traffic
0 . b hat: (1) th d doad between workloads 138 contained within Liechtenstein.
b .ere,hltlc]iml e ‘iien .tAatI.{ (1 ) Ft N p]r;\:il” er Wo.rh. oahs 15 Applying the constraint rule to the segmentation rule, it can
aving tff ?1 e 561::1 (fl’)’ ’ % e('i brorlllt nd-are Wit lm.t N be seen that: (1) the provider workloads having the label set
sgopeo All wor k?a (; Islpegl ¢ h yltbelc Onsffim @A?’, @ “Loc: Liechtenstein” is within the scope of “Env: Produc-
t .ehc.onslilmer wor fo‘;lsl aV1gg tde”a © 'Sfeitd bpp.h are tion” specified by the constraint rule because the segmen-
wit .1n t le .scoze ° b WO.I' Sa ls spe01/ c Z .t € .C?lril' tation rule implicitly includes all environments including
sltlralnt ru e’falrll (3) the serv I?‘?f lTe nezt3(/%f3c¥>c’})) 1s.;v1(§ bn 20 “Eny: Production™; (2) the consumer workloads having the
the scope 0, the slamfzﬂslerv }ce e}:lnet( ) Spe? cd by label set “Loc: Liechtenstein” are within the scope of “Env:
the constra}nt rule. de.re ore, the selzgmentatlon rule meets Dev” specified by the constraint rule because the segmen-
t eIconstraln(tiru © anl 1s non-comp 1a1;t. b . tation rule implicitly includes all environments including
; 11n a s.econ example, a constraint rule may be written as s “Bnv: Dev”; and (3) the service “SSH 22/TCP” is within the
ollows: scope of the “All services” specified by the constraint rule.
Therefore, the segmentation rule is non-compliant.
Example Constraint Rule 2 In yet another example, an effect-based constraint rule
may be written as:
Approval 30
Providers Service Consumers Workflow
Env: Production All Services Env: Dev Pre-approval Example Constraint Rule 3
Condition Approval Workflow
This constraint rule specifies that any segmentation rule
. . 35 Affects at least 1000 workloads Pre-approval
permitting traffic for any services from the development
environment to the production environment is non-compli-
ant. ) ) ) The constraint rule may be applied against the following
The above constraint rule may be applied to the following segmentation rule:
example segmentation rule: 40
Example Segmentation Rule 3
Example Segmentation Rule 2a
Providers Service Consumers
Providers Service Consumers
45 Env: Dev All Env: Dev
Env: Dev SSH 22/TCP Env: Dev
Here, it can be seen that: (1) the provider workloads Here, the segmente}tlo.n rule permits all commumcatlons
having the label set “Env: Dev” are not within the scope of between Workloa(.is within the deyelopment environment. To
“Bnv: Production” specified by the constraint rule; (2) the 50 aPPLy the constraint rule, the policy management server 120
consumer workloads having the label set “Env: Dev” are determlne?s how many workloads are within the Qe\{elop-
within the scope of “Env: Dev” specified by the constraint ~ ment environment (i.e., have the label Env: Dev) within the
rule; and (3) the service “SSH 22/TCP” is within the scope administrative domain 150 and deems the segmentation rule
of the “All services” specified by the constraint rule. non-compliant if there are at least 1000 workloads.
Because condition (1) is not met, the segmentation rule does 55 n an embodiment, the policy management server 120
not violate the constraint rule. . may automatically generate recommendations to modify
bWhen a};plylng c%nstlr allaml rg}es to a seg:merllltatlon rgée, the segmentation rules in order to make them compliant. As an
absence ol a specific label dimension i the provider or example, the following constraint rule may be enforced.
consumer portions of the segmentation rule or the constraint
rule means that the rule is applicable to workloads across all 60
values of the label in the missing dlmepswn. In othfzr WOI'.dS, Example Constraint Rule 4
the condition only requires that specified label dimension
match, but places no conditions on the other label dimen- . . Approval
sions. Thus, for example, a label set that only specifies a Providers Service Consumers Workflow
location dimension (e.g., “Loc: LieChtenStein”) impliCiﬂy 65 All workloads Telnet (23/TCP) All Workloads Pre-approval

includes all possible label values in other label dimensions
(e.g., “Role: All workloads, Env: All workloads, etc.).
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The above constraint rule may be applied to the following
segmentation rule:

Example Segmentation Rule 4a

12

Example Segmentation Rule 5S¢

Env: Production SSH 22/TCP

Tier: All but Internal

Role: Jump Hosts

Providers Service Consumers

App: ERP All Services App: ERP

The rule is non-compliant because it allows Telnet (23/
TCP) traffic in violation of the constraint rule. The policy
management server 120 may generate the following recom-
mendation to make the rule compliant:

Example Segmentation Rule 4b

Providers Service Consumers

App: ERP All Services except Telnet

(23/TCP)

App: ERP

The manager may review the recommendation and decide
to accept or reject the modified rule.

In another example, the following constraint rule may be
present:

Example Constraint Rule 5

Approval
Providers Service Consumers Workflow
Tier: Internal ~ All Services Tier: DMZ Post-Approval

This constraint indicates that any segmentation rules
permitting connections from DMZ to the internal network
are non-compliant.

The constraint is applied to the following segmentation
rule:

Example Segmentation Rule Sa

Providers Service Consumers

Env: Production SSH 22/TCP Role: Jump Hosts

The segmentation rule is deemed non-compliant because
it allows connections from Jump Hosts (including those in
DMZ) to the production environment workloads (including
those in the internal network). This rule could be modified
in various ways to avoid being non-compliant. For example,
the provider portion may be changed to exclude the internal
tier, or the consumer portion may be changed to exclude the
DMZ tier. In an embodiment, the policy management server
120 generates two suggested rules to cover both of these
possibilities:

Example Segmentation Rule 5b

Providers Service Consumers

SSH 22/TCP Role: Jump Hosts

Tier: All but DMZ

Env: Production
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The suggested rules may be provided to a manager to
review and decide whether or not to accept or reject the
suggested rules.

FIG. 2 is a high-level block diagram of an embodiment of
a policy management server 120. The policy management
server 120 comprises a label assignment module 210, a
segmentation policy management module 220, a policy
constraints management module 230, a compliance module
240, a presentation module 250, and a repository 260. The
repository 260 may comprise a workloads database 262 that
stores associations between workloads 138 and their respec-
tive label sets, a segmentation rules database 264 that stores
a segmentation policy as a set of rules, and a constraint rules
database 266 that stores the constraint rules. In alternative
embodiments, the policy management server 120 may
include different or additional components. The various
components of the policy management server 120 may be
implemented as one or more processors and a non-transitory
computer-readable storage medium that stores instructions
executed by the one or more processors to carry out the
functions attributed to the policy management server 120
described herein.

The label assignment module 210 facilitates assignment
of labels to workloads 138. For example, the label assign-
ment module 210 may assign labels based on a set of
configurable label assignment rules that may be managed by
an administrator via the administrative client 160. Alterna-
tively, labels for individual workload 138 may be manually
assigned by an administrator. Labels may be updated
dynamically based on changing characteristics of workloads
138.

The segmentation policy management module 220 man-
ages configuring and updating of a segmentation policy
comprising a set of segmentation rules. The segmentation
rules may be manually configured by a system administrator
or may be generated automatically based on various pre-
defined segmentation templates. The segmentation policy
management module 220 furthermore distributes the rules to
enforcement modules 132. For example, the segmentation
policy management module 220 determines which segmen-
tation rules are relevant to different enforcement modules
132 depending on the labels of the workloads 138 associated
with each enforcement module 132 and distributes only
relevant rules to each enforcement module 132. Thus, dif-
ferent enforcement modules 132 may receive different sub-
sets of the rules depending on which workloads 138 are
associated with them. The segmentation policy management
module 220 may dynamically update instructions sent to the
enforcement modules 132 in response to changes in the
segmentation policy, changes to the labels of workloads 138,
changes to the applications executing on the workloads 138,
changes to the enforcement state of services, or changes to
application information associated with the applications.

The policy constraints management module 230 manages
configuring and updating of policy constraints. In an
embodiment, only administrators with elevated privileges
are able to configure the policy constraints.

The compliance module 240 applies the constraint rules to
the segmentation rules to determine compliance of the
segmentation rules. The compliance module 240 further-
more manages workflow associated with the segmentation
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rules such as maintaining an approval state of the segmen-
tation rules, and facilitates notifications to the managers and
provisioners to resolve non-compliant rules. In an embodi-
ment, the compliance module 240 may furthermore generate
recommended changes to the segmentation rules to resolve
non-compliancy. Alternatively, the compliance module 240
may automatically change segmentation rules to make them
compliant.

The presentation module 250 interfaces with the admin-
istrative client 160 to present a user interface enabling an
administrator to view a representation of the traffic flows.
For example, the presentation module 250 may generate a
graphical interface representing all or a portion of the traffic
flow graph with the workloads 138 illustrated as nodes and
the traffic flows to and from the workload 138 illustrated as
edges connecting relevant nodes. An administrator may
similarly select an edge on the graph to view information
about the corresponding traffic flow such as, for example,
services associated with the traffic flow, ports and protocols
associated with the traffic flow, or statistical information
associated with the traffic flow.

FIG. 3 is a flowchart illustrating an example embodiment
of'a process for managing compliance of a segmentation rule
based on policy constraints. The policy management server
120 stores 302 a segmentation policy and stores 304 policy
constraints. The policy management server 120 applies 306
the constraint rules of the policy constraints to the segmen-
tation policy to identify rules of the segmentation policy that
are not compliant with the policy constraints. Responsive to
identifying a non-compliant rule, the policy management
server 120 initiate 308 a workflow process to resolve the
non-compliant rule.

FIG. 4 illustrates an example embodiment of a process for
updating distribution of a segmentation policy in response to
a new segmentation rule being added. The policy manage-
ment server 120 receives 402 the new segmentation rule and
applies the existing constraint rules to determine 404 if the
new segmentation rule is compliant. If the new segmentation
rule is compliant, then the policy management server 120 is
distributed 406 to the enforcement modules 132 for enforce-
ment. If the new segmentation rule is not compliant, the
policy management server 120 determines 408 if the vio-
lated constraint rule has a pre-approval or post-approval
workflow field. If the violated constraint rule has a pre-
approval workflow, the non-compliant segmentation rule is
stored in an unapproved state without sending it to enforce-
ment modules 132 for enforcement. An approval process is
then executed 414 in which a provisioner can approve or
deny the unapproved rule as described above. If approved,
the segmentation rule is distributed to the enforcement
modules for enforcement. Otherwise, if denied, the manager
that created the segmentation rule may be alerted that the
rule is denied and may remove the rule or submit a new
request for approval.

If the new segmentation rule is configured for a post-
approval workflow process, the rule is stored 412 in a
pending state and is sent to the enforcement modules 132 for
enforcement prior to executing 414 the approval process.
The provisioner can still determine whether to approve or
deny the rule. If denied, the manager that created the
segmentation rule may be alerted that the rule is denied and
may remove the rule or submit a new request for approval.

FIG. 5 illustrates an example embodiment of a process for
updating distribution of a segmentation policy in response to
a new constraint rule being added. The policy management
server 120 receives 502 the new constraint rule and applies
504 the new constraint rule to the segmentation policy to
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determine if any segmentation rules violate the new con-
straint rule. If a non-compliant segmentation rule is detected,
the rule is placed in a pending state for being non-compliant
and an approval process 508 is executed. The approval
process may involve notifying a manager that the rule is
non-compliant to request removal or resubmission of the
rule. The manager may request modify or remove the
non-compliant rule, or request approval from a provisioner.
In an embodiment, the process of FIG. 5 is applied for
segmentation rules that exist prior to creation of a constraint
rule regardless of whether the new constraint rule is con-
figured for a pre-approval or post-approval workflow. Thus,
creation of the new constraint rule does not affect existing
segmentation rules absent manual removal of the non-
compliant rule.

In alternative embodiments, the above-described work-
flow processes may be simplified to automatically enforce
rules that are compliant and to automatically remove seg-
mentation rules from enforcement that are non-compliant. In
this embodiment, the enforced segmentation rules may
therefore be updated automatically upon application of the
constraint rules without requiring any manual intervention.

The foregoing description of the embodiments of the
invention has been presented for the purpose of illustration;
it is not intended to be exhaustive or to limit the invention
to the precise forms disclosed. Persons skilled in the relevant
art can appreciate that many modifications and variations are
possible in light of the above disclosure.

Some portions of this description describe the embodi-
ments of the invention in terms of algorithms and symbolic
representations of operations on information. These algo-
rithmic descriptions and representations are commonly used
by those skilled in the data processing arts to convey the
substance of their work effectively to others skilled in the
art. These operations, while described functionally, compu-
tationally, or logically, are understood to be implemented by
computer programs or equivalent electrical circuits, micro-
code, or the like. Furthermore, it has also proven convenient
at times, to refer to these arrangements of operations as
modules, without loss of generality. The described opera-
tions and their associated modules may be embodied in
software, firmware, hardware, or any combinations thereof.

Any of the steps, operations, or processes described
herein may be performed or implemented with one or more
hardware or software modules, alone or in combination with
other devices. In one embodiment, a software module is
implemented with a computer program product comprising
a computer-readable medium containing computer program
code, which can be executed by a computer processor for
performing any or all of the steps, operations, or processes
described.

Embodiments of the invention may also relate to an
apparatus for performing the operations herein. This appa-
ratus may be specially constructed for the required purposes,
and/or it may comprise a general-purpose computing device
selectively activated or reconfigured by a computer program
stored in the computer. Such a computer program may be
stored in a tangible computer readable storage medium or
any type of media suitable for storing electronic instructions,
and coupled to a computer system bus. Furthermore, any
computing systems referred to in the specification may
include a single processor or may be architectures employ-
ing multiple processor designs for increased computing
capability.

Finally, the language used in the specification has been
principally selected for readability and instructional pur-
poses, and it may not have been selected to delineate or
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circumscribe the inventive subject matter. It is therefore
intended that the scope of the invention be limited not by this
detailed description, but rather by any claims that issue on
an application based hereon. Accordingly, the disclosure of
the embodiments of the invention is intended to be illustra-
tive, but not limiting, of the scope of the invention, which is
set forth in the following claims.

The invention claimed is:

1. A method for managing enforcement of a segmentation
policy by a plurality of distributed enforcement modules, the
modules comprising:

obtaining, at a policy management server, a segmentation

policy comprising a set of segmentation rules that
specify a white list of permissible connections between
workloads providing and consuming network-based
services;

obtaining, at the policy management server, policy con-

straints comprising a set of constraint rules that each
define a set of conditions for identifying compliance of
the segmentation rules;
applying the constraint rules to the set of segmentation
rules to identify a non-compliant segmentation rule that
is within a scope of a matching constraint rule;

initiating a workflow process to resolve the non-compliant
segmentation rule; and

distributing the segmentation policy to the plurality of

distributed enforcement modules to enable the plurality
of distributed enforcement modules to enforce the
segmentation policy.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein initiating the workflow
process comprises:

determining that the matching constraint rule has a pre-

approval workflow requirement and that the matching
constraint rule existed prior to creation of the non-
compliant segmentation rule;

associating an unapproved state with the non-compliant

segmentation rule; and

sending a notification to an administrative client indicat-

ing non-compliance of the non-compliant segmentation
rule,

wherein the segmentation policy distributed to the plu-

rality of distributed enforcement modules omits the
non-compliant segmentation rule while in the unap-
proved state.

3. The method of claim 2, further comprising:

receiving an approval for the non-compliant segmentation

rule;

associating an approved state with the non-compliant

segmentation rule; and

responsive to receiving an action to make the non-com-

pliant segmentation rule effective, distributing the non-
compliant segmentation rule to the plurality of distrib-
uted enforcement modules for enforcement.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein initiating the workflow
process comprises:

determining that the matching constraint rule has a pre-

approval workflow requirement and that the non-com-
pliant segmentation rule existed prior to creation of the
matching constraint rule;

associating a pending state with the non-compliant seg-

mentation rule; and

sending a notification to an administrative client indicat-

ing non-compliance of the non-compliant segmentation
rule,
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wherein the segmentation policy distributed to the plu-
rality of distributed enforcement modules includes the
non-compliant segmentation rule while in an unap-
proved state.

5. The method of claim 4, further comprising:

receiving an approval for the non-compliant segmentation

rule; and

associating an approved state with the non-compliant

segmentation rule.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein initiating the workflow
process comprises:

determining that the matching constraint rule has a post-

approval workflow requirement;

associating a pending state with the non-compliant seg-

mentation rule; and

sending a notification to an administrative client indicat-

ing non-compliance of the non-compliant segmentation
rule,

wherein the segmentation policy distributed to the plu-

rality of distributed enforcement modules includes the
non-compliant segmentation rule while in an unap-
proved state.

7. The method of claim 6, further comprising:

receiving an approval for the non-compliant segmentation

rule; and

associating an approved state with the non-compliant

segmentation rule.

8. The method of claim 1, wherein initiating the workflow
process comprises:

automatically generating one or more modified segmen-

tation rules having a more limited scope than the
non-compliant segmentation rule and that does not
violate the policy constraints; and

distributing the modified segmentation rules to the plu-

rality of distributed enforcement modules for enforce-
ment.

9. The method of claim 1, wherein the constraint rules
specify a specified service, a specified set of provider
workloads, and a specified set of consumer workloads,
wherein applying the constraint rules comprises identifying
the non-compliant segmentation rule as permitting at least
one of the provider workloads to provide the service to at
least one of the consumer workloads.

10. The method of claim 9, wherein the constraint rules
identify the specified consumer workloads and the specified
provider workloads by respective multi-dimensional label
sets.

11. The method of claim 9, wherein the constraint rules
identify the specified service by at least one of: a port, a
protocol, and a service identifier.

12. A non-transitory computer-readable storage medium
storing instructions for managing enforcement of a segmen-
tation policy plurality of distributed enforcement modules,
the instructions when executed causing a processor to per-
form steps comprising:

obtaining, at a policy management server, a segmentation

policy comprising a set of segmentation rules that
specify a white list of permissible connections between
workloads providing and consuming network-based
services;

obtaining, at the policy management server, policy con-

straints comprising a set of constraint rules that each
define a set of conditions for identifying compliance of
the segmentation rules;

applying the constraint rules to the set of segmentation

rules to identify a non-compliant segmentation rule that
is within a scope of a matching constraint rule;
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initiating a workflow process to resolve the non-compliant

segmentation rule; and

distributing the segmentation policy to the plurality of

distributed enforcement modules to enable the plurality
of distributed enforcement modules to enforce the
segmentation policy.

13. The non-transitory computer-readable storage
medium of claim 12, wherein initiating the workflow pro-
cess comprises:

determining that the matching constraint rule has a pre-

approval workflow requirement and that the matching
constraint rule existed prior to creation of the non-
compliant segmentation rule;

associating an unapproved state with the non-compliant

segmentation rule; and

sending a notification to an administrative client indicat-

ing non-compliance of the non-compliant segmentation
rule,

wherein the segmentation policy distributed to the plu-

rality of distributed enforcement modules omits the
non-compliant segmentation rule while in the unap-
proved state.

14. The non-transitory computer-readable storage
medium of claim 12, wherein initiating the workflow pro-
cess comprises:

determining that the matching constraint rule has a pre-

approval workflow requirement and that the non-com-
pliant segmentation rule existed prior to creation of the
matching constraint rule;

associating a pending state with the non-compliant seg-

mentation rule; and

sending a notification to an administrative client indicat-

ing non-compliance of the non-compliant segmentation
rule,

wherein the segmentation policy distributed to the plu-

rality of distributed enforcement modules includes the
non-compliant segmentation rule while in the an unap-
proved state.

15. The non-transitory computer-readable storage
medium of claim 12, wherein initiating the workflow pro-
cess comprises:

determining that the matching constraint rule has a post-

approval workflow requirement;

associating a pending state with the non-compliant seg-

mentation rule; and

sending a notification to an administrative client indicat-

ing non-compliance of the non-compliant segmentation
rule,

wherein the segmentation policy distributed to the plu-

rality of distributed enforcement modules includes the
non-compliant segmentation rule while in an unap-
proved state.

16. The non-transitory computer-readable storage
medium of claim 12, wherein initiating the workflow pro-
cess comprises:

automatically generating one or more modified segmen-

tation rules having a more limited scope than the
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non-compliant segmentation rule and that does not
violate the policy constraints; and

distributing the modified segmentation rules to the plu-

rality of distributed enforcement modules for enforce-
ment.

17. The non-transitory computer-readable storage
medium of claim 12, wherein the constraint rules specify a
specified service, a specified set of provider workloads, and
a specified set of consumer workloads, wherein applying the
constraint rules comprises identitfying the non-compliant
segmentation rule as permitting at least one of the provider
workloads to provide the service to at least one of the
consumer workloads.

18. A computer system comprising:

one or more processors; and

a non-transitory computer-readable storage medium stor-

ing instructions for managing enforcement of a seg-

mentation policy by a plurality of distributed enforce-

ment modules, the instructions when executed causing

the one or more processors to perform steps compris-

ing:

obtaining, at a policy management server, a segmenta-
tion policy comprising a set of segmentation rules
that specify a white list of permissible connections
between workloads providing and consuming net-
work-based services;

obtaining, at the policy management server, policy
constraints comprising a set of constraint rules that
each define a set of conditions for identifying com-
pliance of the segmentation rules;

applying the constraint rules to the set of segmentation
rules to identify a non-compliant segmentation rule
that is within a scope of a matching constraint rule;

initiating a workflow process to resolve the non-com-
pliant segmentation rule; and

distributing the segmentation policy to the plurality of
distributed enforcement modules to enable the plu-
rality of distributed enforcement modules to enforce
the segmentation policy.

19. The computer system of claim 18, wherein the con-
straint rules specify a specified service, a specified set of
provider workloads, and a specified set of consumer work-
loads, wherein applying the constraint rules comprises iden-
tifying the non-complaint segmentation rule as permitting at
least one of the provider workloads to provide the service to
at least one of the consumer workloads.

20. The computer system of claim 18, wherein initiating
the workflow process comprises:

automatically generating one or more modified segmen-

tation rules having a more limited scope than the
non-compliant segmentation rule and that does not
violate the policy constraints; and

distributing the modified segmentation rules to the plu-

rality of distributed enforcement modules for enforce-
ment.



